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Abstract

This study adopts the method of questionnaire survey to investigate the mobile phone usage and mo-
bile phone dependence status of 920 senior high school students. The results showed that: almost all
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students had mobile phones; the phenomenon of mobile phone dependence in senior high school
students is not serious; and the total score of mobile phone dependence in female senior high school
students is significantly higher than that of male students. There are significant differences in mobile
phone dependence in terms of mobile phone use functions, mobile phone holding time, and average
daily use time. 52% of the students use mobile phones for entertainment, while only 8% of them use
mobile phones for learning. The mobile phone dependence of the phenomena of “inefficient” and “out
of control” is the most significant. The longer you have a mobile phone, the more dependent you are
on it, and one hour is the more appropriate time to use mobile phone every day. Based on the survey
results, this paper puts forward educational suggestions and countermeasures from the perspective
of school management, so as to guide students to use mobile phones appropriately and reduce their
dependence on mobile phones.
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1. 5|8

AR, FHLC BN A RS i @ R TR, IR T D Eskil, Re T Koy >
SERRME T Z L2, IEROR IR R SR A RS B IR R 2 —(Jiang & Zhao, 2016). mHBTEL, E
FFAE TR H A . FIUE N8, SGEEHESEMEE T, WRB RMEBRA M FRRE R,
N, 2003); F& I FIEME @, IS 2B (Hariry, 2015); & RN N bRig B A58 (Rice &
Hagen, 2010). {AAFHAY, Hosfm eI mlist, BH SO R FOGIURMOE ., 2 in) #4551 52 25t
RARRE, LHREDFERFHIMGN G, DA T A 50K & I 3 2 —(Choliz, 2012).

F ML # (Mobile Phone Dependence, MPD)J& $& [a] & 14: V&) 224 F T+ ML sl it & 4 F A1 (Ezoe, Toda,
Yoshimura et al., 2009), & FE A, OLIEAH 2 DR B ZMEPIRESFAT AL, Fikil, 2012). BL
AN, BOFFIMREERE R, WEANRER NN 15%~30% (F/0E, 2012; B, JiHE,
RF, 20135 fptE, HEFESR, 2014), EAMASHBHEEED 28% (Bi4au:, FREN, fxal, R,
2012; Leung, 2008), 7T M IE M R A 4%~15% (k. 2008). RZ 24 KIBLE LT B4 BEATTF
FHl, EE—ENEAEH TN, SHIZUE. SEEAEE R (Dongre, Inamdar, & Gattani, 2017). %
A TF WU FHFIF LA ) % 1 T AR 2 E A B — K. BN R 2 2 R AE F LA bl , (R
S bR AR FUE R R RS E BN k. N AR A e R R . AR LR
P RGEARZ = AR A, CAEWARY, FISEEFHERERIAGEY, B 4%
J1 AR R EE VRS 28, BN T RHR. SRR 98 95 SRE R (Acharya, Acharya, & Waghrey, 2013; Sdderqvist,
Carlberg, & Hardell, 2008; Nathan & Zeitzer, 2013), 52 TAEICIZFBATIIEE(Billieux, Linden, & Rocha,
2008) FHUKFE R SO, o1, HIARKFAth 2 5 5 & IEAH 9% (Atarodi, Rajabi, & Atarodi, 2020,
Cagan, Unsal, & Celik, 2014). FHUKHIL T KT — RV SR AE, SBUSIST &R, i, i)
9% 55 BRI AL 71 B, 38 25 5 AR &5 {8 B 3 &RE (Jenaro, Flores, Gomez-Vela, Gonzalez-Gil, & Caballo,
2007; Kakati & Narayan, 2017).
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FHURI S UL A R0 7 30, —EAFENEA 2R, HETHICE . AU AR
THAE, ZAENNTHEEEOksman, 2006); LAXN FHRKBREE & T BAECER, R, e,
PO AT, R 5EAE, 2018); AN TN RN 4R F AR R TR, MR 2 MR
FHMATE, W4 E O H IR EFHURFE(Skog, 2002). Devis 5 NI AEE HFHLAII R £ T &
SRR ER/NNYAS 2 i Eeee SN LA E S I RIS R SR o' RV - A e VIS o2 v 05 3 SR P P B i 6 N i 1w B R AN
ERE P AN T ALK % R AR — BT

BT PR 2R A B BT AR 2 RS, DA AR AT FEAE A PRS2 A B 5 /D
RPN PIATETE B S — AT 5, @S FHRBIIEIUR, H5 s —EFHUK
WISEANE DL, MASFEAA BE AT TR Z 57 0, 5 P EUIR . BRI RS r AT i — P BT

2. NREFZE

B FCR ARG AL, 5w A T S0 L PRSI AT AR 7T, I FHLRRA
BUR . JRBRIAUR sl 34T HIT, DA Br BN 25 TR DU AR e LR B, SR R
R BRI 3, 5122 A m SR AL, D PRI S .

2.1. FARMR

PREUE — 2R E MBS R . RIURIEE 1000 43, SRR G, B804 R 920 43, A 3Ex
N 92%, FEARAREME. Hid, F4:385 N, &4 535 A

22. ARFE

2.2.1. FHEAFERBEEE
HR A HOM AN A (RSO A S (USSR (U)o %35 M 2R A Al THLE
PR B Z HThRE . FHLE L SERETFIURCRE RIS T T3, i AP UE R .

2.2.2. FHKBER(MPAD

(FHURIER) (MPADJE Leung S57E HT A G il AT WL i AL FH B R KL Ailh b G ol 117 s 19 (Leung,
2008). HHEMESE NIRRT SR, AERml, A, A, 2014). ZERIL 17 TH, BiEL
ete. mTE. REREME RN 4 ANGERE . AR R R AR BRGE IE A LM I RS R
BRI MR TR, Woksh 3 CEFHL A5 B (] 8o W 2 7mAN R i B2 56 FH FA0L
MFEFE . TAERER TR BB R AR H FHUCRIB B IS, JURIEFALR S R |ERK
T Likert 5 SiFME, “17 F£om “JIFEAR” . “57 For “BL” o BolmEnat g TR E
M. BRI .

2.3. BURAE

CAPEZON AL AT A, BEATSE— (036 318, GHSERPCEIC A T, ZORIFEN R AT e i &
HEAERI N A WENERROS, 2IFRYTRIRE, 2 5RELEAEEE, KA SPSS26.0 BEAT Ak 74T -

3. &R
3.1. FHURFHINK

3.1 FEEBFHAEF, BERAFINFERTE
WERIU P AR Tl A 80% I m— M FHUR 1 45, 40% /4 (A B Ll
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i 34, REWERZHAEMHTIERAM, LQ—PRZEA RN E BRI e A P

3.1.2. FHHBERAEYE, KBIFESATESOT

HHFIHERERWT: /DT 20 0FH 337 A, 45 EHH] 36.6%; 20~50 JGIIZIN 28.2%. 50~100
JCHIESE FHE A 147, 29 16.0%; 100~200 JGHIA 108 A, HEHBIH 11.7%. BAITTLLERA 64.8%
(2E R H FHLHE AL 50 76, MXSREEONEEME, HAEH R mEIDBN, B 8.5%MER
NHORHBERM=AEEEZ,

3.1.3. FHEADRES IRFHEMARRZERE

EFHIIREHRRES, F 251 NVOVE QR FHURBATHA A ESE, 405 27.3%;
487 N, it B OREHTFHORE R, Wi, ERADuek &R R 5 R Esh, 2905 52.9%: A 101
NECH AT TFHUREEE AT BIE, 2005 11%; R 8.8% /A AN, Witk 81 N FHLI>IT)
e ZHR P AR TR TR NBRSAE T SRR GAR T K, DB AR FHUE N I T .

3.14. KEBSFERERERE FHLGE AR EHZHIZE 1 MRELA
RAGH A LSRRG, BT 60%M) A4 PSR RMAA FHIABL 1 AP A 177 Mgl S B O 7
BRMEATHL 1~2 DN, 255 S G 19.2%:; 29 18.8%1 2 A R FHUBIE 2 /N

3.1.5. BARAZBHFEBFIURBT T

137 ANt H OB R KM 10 38 A A B —IRE CHFNL, 2005 14.9%: 298 16.3%M1[E 5K/
B AGE KT 144 N, 29 15.7% MBS B ORA L NN AEAR—IRFHL 2 /M AEL A 85
Ns 2905 92%; 3 /NEFRL BRI A b 37.3%. —/NF R ANNE —IRFHIIABEAZ 5T —F, ST L
WP HE/EFIMAT NIB, K FEZREME — REAETFHL.

3.1.6. ZRHFL BRFEAMFNH IR, BEEHERENEEER

A 654 Nty B CHERTECTHLN AIAET 1 AN, 290 92.1%, HHPAFEFHL L 21.0%: 10
S A 18.3%; 10~20 208115 21.3%; /N ZE A I b 18.2%; /B 1 /NI 13.4%; 12
HY) 8% NHERT I AL 1 /N o

3.2. FHKBIZE

3.2.1. BPREFIIKRBKFLEELRS

Xt 920 4 i AR FHURIE LA TEAE b, SRR 1. 38 1 A, s R AR R 2 ol
N85 4y, /MEN 1T 4y, RAFIMEN 37.03, BREZEN 12,14, KBV N 217, XRWEHETF
MUK B A KA o For 4 ANYEFE SO 14500 tH s BV T HE T ARRUE R 0 i (2.32), HV& k4%
PEFIRSRENE, IR PR35 73 B fIK(1.81) 0 XU HH 22 AR ARSI G b AR R R I A 2

Table 1. The descriptive statistics of high school students’ mobile phone dependence (N = 920)
= 1 SPEFHRBD 55 R HE R 5 RREIR STV = 920)

i Min Max X s
etk 7.00 35.00 16.00 5.57
TR 4.00 20.00 7.22 322
ek 3.00 15.00 6.88 2.87
IRtk 3.00 15.00 6.96 3.02
FHLRLL T 17.00 85.00 37.03 12.14
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3.2.2. FHRBEERSNFES 124 A, BEHEHR 135%

BRRM 5 itk SEESKT 3 00, BUHE NG FHUKIE R o TR 545 5T 15
DRT 3 R A NBGHE TS, ERIE 2. R TR A 124 N, B AE 13.5%. 16
1, G N ARBE > RIS EAEEREE > s 2 AT, ARRPE(176 N) > k(151
N) > REEA38 N) > mbTEGST7 N)o BRI, P TR S b AR ” RO R .

Table 2. The number of high school students relying on mobile phones and each dimension (N = 920)
2. BPEFHRBRSLERPABN =920

FHUKAS PR TR BT 1 eI R
AN# 124 138 57 151 176
Lkl 13.5% 15% 6.2% 16.4% 19.1%

323. “EHPEFIKBESBEESTRE

MOTFEAR T AR WA 3. BRBWIE4EEE AL, 5 L AR AE TR G 7 B & 4 5 0 BRI AT AT i 2 22
5, WERERTHRA. R, fHEHK 124 BFIREE S, LB 71N Z2F B4R S3 AN XU,
MBEF B e, Lo EFPBE S ™ &, W55 F UK.

Table 3. Gender differences of high school students’ mobile phone dependence

3. BREFIRBANR EREFREEE

R % Z t P
etk 15.41+6.12 16.38 +£5.12 —2.523% 0.012
TR 7.22 +3.60 7.22+2.92 -0.0160 0.987
g 6.46 +2.96 7.189 £2.77 —3.839%#x* 0.000
IR 6.55+3.11 7.25+291 —3.423%* 0.001
FHLRL T 35.64 +13.49 38.03 £ 10.98 —2.864%* 0.004

e *RIR p<0.05, **RIR p<0.01, ***F/Rp<0.001, T,

3.3. FHERATEES FIKRBRIX R

K LR R 5 ZE o it v R AR AU ) e 0 S8 4 B oy BOBAT o b, g SRR 4. JRisbE. R
PRI FHURBAETFHAE IR FAAEEREER, FAKRKNBG RN FIIKBEmREE., #—PFE2E
P, S FHLEAT AN BRAS AR 1 LR AT R R 5 o R0 2 2] FLAE R ME AR S e A3 70 AR . AE TR 59
b, ATFIATRE GRG0 B m T AR E. A, Mot RER, FHUE RS TR
B4 (r=0.57, p <0.05)s JFVEG = 0.102, p < 0.0 )VHUEALIEG = 0.94, p < 0.01)EI17/E BB,

Table 4. Analysis of variance of mobile phone dependence in the most important function of mobile phone

F 4. BREFIRBAEFIREZERRE LHNERILK

OANBFZH ORINER R @] ) )
(R AR i F ZHEEK
(n=330) (n = 509) (n=81)
Ktk 14.83 +5.36 16.65+5.51 16.27 £ 6.01 11.076%** O<®, ©O<®
T T 1 726+321 7.24+3.19 6.90 +3.41 0.443
B 6.97 £3.19 6.90 £2.61 6.37 +3.00 1.468
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Continued
R 6.50 +2.95 7.17+2.98 741+3.27 6.035%* O<®, ©<BG
FHURALLL 5 35.57 + 12.41 37.98 +11.63 36.96 + 13.58 3.979% D<®

3.4. FHERARKSFNKRBRXER

3.4.1. FHFARERAK, FHIKBIZEEX

PR ZENTEERINE 5. FHMRMBE D RS YDA FER EAfAEREER. #H—DHERS
HILE, RITEFHUKI S HEERr b, 3 ELLERERT 13 45/ 1 FLLF. thhh, AT R
s AEFRTFHER S FHUKI R EH (= 0234, p < 0.01), RIAFHUEAFRBK, FHRBRZEBEX.

Table 5. Analysis of variance of mobile phone dependence in mobile phone holding time

5. BREFIRBAEFIERFR ENERLR

@1 #FLLF @1~3 4 @3 4Lk o
KA & F{H ZEE
(n=163) (n=393) (n=364)
Ryt 14.17+5.71 15.55+5.06 17.23+5.75 19.71 1%+ D<®<®
TP 6.47 +2.63 6.94 +2.95 7.86 £ 3.60 13.458%** D<@, @<
HekEPE 6.11+2.94 6.81 +2.65 7.30+3.00 10.138%** D<@<®
R 6.34+2.88 6.73 £2.96 7.47 +3.06 9.836%** D<®, @<
FHUKALE 5 33.10 £ 11.85 36.03 +10.92 39.87 +12.87 20.628%+* D<@<B

3.4.2. BHERFNIRKSFHKBEX

MBI 7T o H 48 TR K 5 FHUR IR Z A %0 = 0.357, p < 0.01), W% 6. FHUKHLE
Iy SR ARG RN KIS RE E R, D HE 2 H BRI, EFIURBUS 5 R & 4L |,
FERAEA 3 /N RA B A3 3 v T HAR PR ARG O, EHT 1~3 /NN 2 w1 1 /N AN . IX BT
PR T B, TR BB R . IWISMESRE B R T LA F I A58 1 E — /NS DA S

Table 6. The difference of High school students' dependence on mobile phones among how long is the mobile phone used
every day

= 6. BREFIKBESRER FIEK ENEREER

@O1 /MBI @1~3 /M @3 /Ml

[H A F {8 ZEWE
(n=1570) (n=256) (n=94)
Ftk 14.52 £5.02 17.83 £5.50 19.68 £ 5.69 61.581*** O<@®<®
TP 6.53+£2.82 8.12+331 8.90 +3.95 38.734%%% D<@<B
g 6.51+2.76 735+2.93 7.84+2.97 13.910%** 0<®, O<®
IRk 6.41+2.82 7.60 +3.03 8.47+3.25 28.607*** D<@<B
FHUR G 33.98+ 11.04 40.92 +11.80 4490+ 12.92 57.007** O<@<®

4. EREHHRMR

EREFrIR, WIBWRESR: 1) JUPRrA SRR Tl 80% UL EAEAMA FHL B FHL
FEHTIRNERIR(52.9%), HIGRERE, R 8.8%MEAEM T2, 2) REHFEFGRMHTIL 1
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I 7e A7, AHEFHUREGL T, HEERTAE THI I, 3) s A FHLIREUAKCT A s, FALIK
WL G R W R, B THUREE > B2 T B4 4) FHUE IR FHLE K5 FHLIK
AR R

ENEBEARE, FHUKBE R P A S AR, X5 R SO 2% 5 S5 A B ) B2 46 5 AN ]
a3 (BN B REAE T-HULE iy b AR A o A B A5 P FROBR S 1 e v 20 L 2 T B MUK
P25 AR B TAR M AL, Difohkd. Bl b B TR e 2 RIFRIFHLE 2488, s FHLAK A
DR, ARTFUE T B A5 R E AR B LA S LAR 207 5k

4.1. SFHHEBEE B K “50”

HAT, PREZRMAA LT YRR . 7 22 A FH Ut Bl s 07 200 A28 4 FLEEAT i B
BiiE, SRMSEhs EFHUEHI 2B L. AURR G AT HE . I SAER, MRt 57 HSURME
B AR AR HEHHGE A NEYER, ERSRARRE, PILSENMNBEEFCES AT,
AR A PRI IROCTE Ap S4 F FAL A (B AT ' 2 ICER PR A VFAR, 5 16 24 (0 T HLAE B L
QU BB ik, AR BT 8 a5l M AEFHUERRITS. FEL EME KSR, EE
A B TGRSR, 45 S R P A SRR S U Eleok, S e LT
IR

4.2. FFRFNRFHEREMITREXEDD

AR I AR R TFHUE AR R A . DIRE s — LR, a0 T LA S DL A= 45 R
NBRZZAE, FHEH DI RE L ZR MG . BIIUE R UL LB ks, XRFHHN ZRA LRI b
IR R, AREBE IR A BRI “37 8E, KEES, JLFIEREITE 7 EE
BORRRE . AR ATIT R FHUE A SRR AT A OGIE 3, W RIRAN S RE M 7 T AT 0 F . A FHLAEH
WIRDTH, AN 8P HRREE. OERRESEAT I 3. LA, R DA S SRR A G
WENE SR, M THLIE AR TR THUEM RIESE, b FHLR IR AE SR, b2 T R
RFHIEATZAZIRE, ETFVERBE W, FIF RN FHILRFRFRE, RPN TS
P BANME DO RE AL FERE J1 . BBERE I A K BIE MR HERE 71, #F 2B MBS . EhFR,
e NTFHL A AL SO Ak RS 8 A O A B B AR W12 F FHLEAT BEIL =, &1
S NREE 2

4.3. BIEBEFHERBEXAE

BRI A T LR R A B R R R R AT, R U e rh A T LR SR AN TR, B A
B FHUER], BB AT SRR D o SR NAE 2 T U B DO DL 2 40, it i
2 (R 3 R ) A el AL ANV BT 8 o AR AR 2 B B BEIN S RN — RTINS, B
RCEAT FHLABRATAT SR T, W IRS PHERRE - I AE, Wai a2 EMR KB, ERFHE
P B B AR OGS i S, BEAE 7870 % B A AR R R SR F O Rk 22 A R B TS YAV A ol
FEXt E S Ry AN

AWFRR, LEFEFES P EFIMM. BLoh, ERRBEARAELEE b, B S tht 82T
A4, EXRYILAEEYHM A FHRE RIS, SR AL THLR 44 8 18 R 1L 5 b LR e & 85 >
BRI L B AT . ML A, LA T R T AT NSt ViiRB MRkt H
AL FHLEEAT NBRAZAE . B RER . BIL, SAREFHUE B HECE Bl Bt o4 10 FHLAE P BLIR AR
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B Y R TR 51 LB AT P ANE S, HRE LGB, b TR
44. ESFEEEFRFINERFIENNTE

MBS RE R, A FIBERCN W E RR DR R, Rk . XL FHLRE 5 5 [
i 2 P R AR S 2R BBk T B2 AR A ) LR RE LS, W Re A v b AR 22 20 IR D KA 22
S i 3 o TR LR g A e, SRAG R, DR, AT DU R 4R S i A AR IR s ST AR — e
2, WA ST (R TS AT S S IR A B DY SR RVE K 3h /N SR N 22 A AR 22 3] B
BN SEBA M o AL TIT5T0, W] 223 AT — LR A (K5 3N, Lh2f A SR B 2 A 4
AEPRATRIT7 %, AT 222 1 F LRI 5

BeAh, FEFHUEMZHLRE T, KER 22 AR B OO 1 2 N PRSI 7 SR AR PR 6 A 75 SR T A
FHle mHERZESE IR, MRINEROR A T s i LB b . el P A B0 — S AL B A R
IR B Bl AT DA A AR KB I TR A R e R RIS B i g A rh, it G g E A . B i sg bR
6], A 2IEEHIRTERBIRIZ S 5555, RG> KT 7%

4.5. MA AT, FRERLE

LR B o AR FHUVE I B2 NI T7 1%, R R RZ A THERYNE 57 AR
MY S B, SEARR N E A REMU S AR BRI, R DABOR S AR R RS S L, SR A
HWE T, kBB PV BRI BN, Er DUEE 5 S A B2 B iR, mE M
HENE LS THIN B SO BE AN 2] TR, JT AN I 2. e R, B LB, Jf
B A 2R B AR 0 SR A T R R BB B T, IR OGRS, OB S, R RIVE I, R R
I EREST -

4.6. REEME, WEFT

4.6.1. RKFHETIAIR

KEFKNT FEBRAREL THETIA T FHL HEE G4 N T RS A R,
B EORBITFHUE AWM. B RETFIUROR B4, BRI T FHLCE 53407 & £ 55
REH, FENEBSFHARNRMEE, EEESEZ T EHTFIOFR 58, ARBIFHE— DN ERET
H, BAMEMOALMIEZFERXAN TR, MR SE o Em. %7 FIUEH 0 IREAR R
BEBIF T FHUE AT

4.6.2. BETIEIAR

KIILLR, FRWTFHONBA S, %7 0 FHVE BMET BRI AE R, Tk 2
— VIS A B (T B HeRF T EERE T RS, NG AERE RO, b 3 EE
T RO P, FAKNEARTR TR, ARG E B FHLE A ), 8258 B FHUE =R
R ThRESE . BATEMAIAZ DT IE £ T FHL, T2 2R T 2% T R T AL

FARNL T A% P LR BARTS SL(nE FH D Re . S A s I TR) A st Y 75 SR 445, 7 IREJEAtE L
PAIE# ST RN th B EA MG T RIFRR, IFd ol Hfd 77 sUREBE R R 280007, R T
TR ARREAT NBRAZAE AN FRBE AT A Tl R KW HE B FHEH R ERFER, e, R
2y, BT 25 RS AN T A PR s s s A W R TR RO RS T AE A AL, AT
DURIEZ 52y 18 Fe b ol s 732 o SR AT LA £% 1 A2 At o SE 4 A L T-HL, 280 RS 2 A A A 2
WRLE AT HABEARRL K . MAN, FKEATLLS T EEE - DEEM TR, FR AN EE.
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4.6.3. L5R3E, FEMAMRFER IR

SCBERAT R T BIRE I R JEH R . WRACBHG RAEF TR FHA R S, IREEAB T, WA
B B AETF IR B — BT, (HHEHZTFARMEHTI, ZTra2wfdEs AL,
X ACEEF I R BN BCE AN O B BRI, SRR A S FHLRIAT ARSI, WAL —
NIRRT o
EemB

AR M AN Z OB RBERE:  “mh A TIOBHS AR KRR GRS
A Gzxy_zx_a209) 1B/ 0 FL R -

SE 3K
SRR, DIL2003). 0L 12 S5 T RSTHN SR AT o A SRR B A S R A,
Wk, PR, SUITAL ERAQ012). WA EFHKBINE . fE MR BN, L0 S, 2000,

822-825.
O, R ERAL AR, S (2014). FHUHE Kb SCRRAE K2 A IE RUE R K. A B RO B &, 22(5),
835-838

Wi, G, RFI2013). KFEETFHUKB S LB IR, FEHER T 34(9), 1074-1076.

HHR(2008). T /ERILE BRI IR, A E 0P A F45 22(6), 433-436.

XL, FPAL(2012). REA R FHURIE R S5 IR, 71 B0 P HA4 545, 26(1), 66-69.

T/NKEQ012). 24 FHLIRBI LR G L35, #ELG R R F G, WAL, FEM: ARG 2.

FH, PR, AL, W, A, XEE, REEZEQ018). HERSEAE TR & Semi K 24047, R A
39(4), 625-627.
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